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• ■; ‘ 3. July W67. t ' 

Mr. Richard Salant , ; .. * :■:■. ' 

• ■■,■■'.■ President, CBS News i ■ . '■• ■-■'■ ■ • -• 

;• y ' 518 l«est 57 Street • y . 

; New York City 10019 ; 

; ; Dear Sir, ■ ' '-I-::- ' ]' ■ 

• The CBS News Inqiiiry on the Warren Report was marred by serious error and , ! ; 

fallacious reasoning which inevitably w:Lll have misled and confused a general ;• ' ' ^ . 

; • ' audience. I feel obliged to coiraaent on some of the evidentiary problems • r' ^ ^ 

s discussed in the News Inqxdry. , 

The Time-Span of the Shots The blurring of some frames of the Zapruder r ■. ^ ' 

:V; ’ , : film and their possible correlation witli the sound of gunshots was discussed ■; ? • 

' . . ^ ■ in an unpublished paper written by critic Ray Marcus in 1965 arai in Harold . . • • 

\ I'eisberg’s book IVhitewash (page hi)) vdiich has been in the hands of CBS for • ' ■ , , ,■ ' 

a year or more. That clBS seemed to claim credit for this “discovery'* suggests 
' a sense of fair play that is also blurred. In any event, CBS cited only three - ■' > - . 

blurred frames (numbers 190, 227, and 318), suggesting that they indicated the . • 

soauad of gunfire four or five frames eaclier in each instance. There are tv«> • ■ v 

more frames, equally blurred, which CBS did not mention (numbers 195 and 203). ' , 

; ^ If CBS •wishes to argue that five blurred frames correlate with three rifle . ' 

shots, it should at least have acknowledged that there were five, not three, '■ . 

;; v such frames. . ■ * r'' 

The speed of the five test cameras is absolutely irrelevant to the time-span . ' / ' | 

: y v. '• of the shots. The only relevant camera is the one oirtned by Zapruder and used by ■ ' • : 

; ■ him on the day of. the assassination. CBS rejected the FBI finding that Zapruder's , . • i 

■ camera was operating at 18.3 frames per second, for reasons it did not trouble to., ' ' 

■ explain. In fact, there are reasons f?r rejecting the FBI finding — ^that is, -the . • 

testimony that a segment "of the Zaprixler film that took 5*6 seconds in the 
, J-V: • original took only about 3*5 seconds in a reenactment film utilizing the same i 

, In other 'vrords, the camera said by the FBI to have operated at 18.3 •’ , ; 

■ : y' • ' frames per second on November 22, 1963 was running at about 2U frames per second - 

on May 2h, 196U. The three-speed Zapruder camera can, in fact, be set to ' ■ < 

.: :o at 2k frames per second. At that speed, the alleged assassin Tvould . , 

’b . have had only h*$ seconds in which to f;Lre three shots, under the Warren ' • 

-v Commission's reconstruction. ImpartiaiL examination of the e-vldence leads ' ^ 

' to a finding that the accused "Oswald might have had a second less than ■ j 

-•; h' ' estimated by the Commission, not as CBS postxilated almost three seconds more. ' 

Marksmanship Tests The CBS rifle tests achieved far greater verisimilitude t i 

■with respect to physical conditions than did the tests on which 'the Warren ■' * ‘ ' 

Commission reiied. But both sets of t(5sts utilized expert and master riflemen .. . ■ < •■ 

in no way to l o en,uatcd I'/ith the maladroit Osv/ald. CBS reported the scores of ' . ; . . . 

on Ly ici;r : f he !L1 p. rtici Dants j ?i its tests, and one of these four missed two ■ . . ^ 

ou . o.r tir e : aot;.. One i ■ • ; nnably inf er that the seven Tfithheld scores i 

IT:.?.,- i.'xlid t; ree m .3; as oi: : ot ti o tries. If marksmen of the highest order- • 

.T;i ;.s: 1 t '.-o -.3 < u ' f tie : ! (c ’ .. three), the results of the rifle tests ' c : 'h ■ 

/.'.o il.l ;:C 0 m to 'Ind; c t' th.'v; i - I .3 not capable of the feat of marksmanship ■' ' ■ 'i ‘ ; 

as-.riocd t: r; .a b; o h the L' , n and CBS. I fail to understand how the ■ .'■ ■ _V'r.o' ' ' ; ‘ 

noa-noimality of ”s o 0 ( 'ting -3 Pi : dent" would .endow a marksman with ■ skill he 'y-h i . 

hal never '.ccp Lreci or manifested. .'o'.. ; 
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The IVound Penetration Ballistics Tests The CBS tests again achieved far 
better simulation than did the Coiranission' s tests . But that very fact makes it 
allthe more astonishing that CBS drew from the test results conclusions flagrantly 
opposite to those warranted. Not one bullet in the CBS tests retained sufficient 
velocity to penetrate the simulated thigh — not one. That does not "corroborate" 
the single-bullet theory: that disquali.fi.es it. Moreover, some bullets out of an 
unspecified total became spent and lodged in the simulated wrist. I should like to 
know the exact number or perceiabage of the total buillets that lodged in the simulated 
wrist. I should like to know, if any of the lodged bullets pierced the masonite 
(simuilated bone) before exhaustion. This essential- data unfortunately was omitted. ' 

In any case, it is not suirficient to prove a bullet could have caused all the 
wounds attached to the single-missile hypothesis~(CBS did not prove that, it proved 
the opposite). It is necessary to prove also that one bullet could have caused 
all the wounds and emerged virtually intact and undeformed, u'd.thout traces of 
tissue or fabric. Since this is an indispensable corollary, I an at a loss 
to understand why CBS did not display or describe a single one of the bullets 
recovered in its tests— not one. Is one to assume from this singular omission 
that some or any of the CBS test bullets emerged in the same pristine purity as 
the stretcher bullet? I thinlc not. Nor does this seem to me a caireless 
oversi^t. Pending elucidation or correction by CBS, I am compelled to infer 
that the test bullets were deljLberately withheld because their condition upon 
recovery v/ould decisively invaJLidate the contrived stretcher bullet-single missile 
hypothesis. 
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' Piiotovvaphs and X-: 



' interview, Barrell C. Tomlinson of Parkland 
testimony before the V/arren Commission vriLth 
Juliet was discovered. This bullet had no 
surface. Just how significant this is may 
: ve;ry week of the CBS News Inquiry, an Army 
acquitted of a charge of homicide because 
: ui t]-ie mux'der matched the corporal's gun, 

A police expert testified that that 
a human body and emerged clean; on this 
. a vOd. 

.Captain Humes told CBS that a diagram i 



autopsy, vfhich placed the neck 7round several inches below 



the neck, >vas moroly a sketch, an aide-memoire, not inteioded to be accurate or ' 
precisely to scale; but that the schematic dravfings executed some three months 
lapcr Under his direction (on the basn.s of recollection and such aide-memoires 
as were at his disposal) were both accura'oe and precise in depicting the iround 
at a site markedly higher than in tlie coni:emporaneous. diagram. In any case, 

” claimed, ohe measurements vn’ittea in the margiii of the diagram 



Captain Kurae; 



v/ere 



correct, however inexact the positioxiing of the controversial "dot." 



CbS failed to pinrs le or challenge tld.s explanation, as in conscience it 1 ' 

should auji e dorm, by pointing out no margj.nal notations giving precise measure— ' i ■ 
merits for any o ther wound, cut-down, or physical characteristic appear on the 
diagram; that eveiy other entry in the dijigram appears to be accurate, as opposed 
to the crucial bullet wound in the back; that the clothing bullet holes match the ' " 
diagram, not the schematic drawings; that a Secret Service agent saw a bullet hit .. 
the President four inches below the neck; and that bother Seciret Service agent, ■ k 
summoned to the autopsy chamber expressly to witness the wounds, testified that 
this wound was six inches belotf the neck, 








At the close of the iirLorviet’.'’s CBS asked Captaift Hunes how sutriy autopsies 
ho had x^erforraed, arid accepted his sstiaate of a thousand witJiQut further corjaent, 
CBS .failed to asX: how jaar^’’ of ti’ose autoostssj if ar^> wero forensicj and hoH mix/ 
imrolyed death by gxjnshot. A pathologist c£ 2 i perfos’sa a hundred thousand autox.)sies 
on victims of caiicoi* or other diseaaesj ^fhich contribute to medical knovd.edg £^3 
without acquiring the slightest corupG'tenCG to perf'orra © forensic autoxssy* The 
question and ansvvor, as they stai-KSj m;rG grossly aisloading to the viewer* 

In another scgiient of tha CBS Jlevrg Inquiry^ CBS criticised the Vfarren 
Gonsrission for accepting the se3jr“-viXKlication ox tbs FBI with respect to 
its alleged clamlsstins relatioriship -sdth OSiTald, Is Captain Humss to be 
peiwdtted to vindicate his autopsy rexiort and iiis testiiaoxxyy by himself 
*‘authcriticating’’ the autopsy |3hobograxdis sixd Arrays? The vej’y least that 
CBS sl'iould hiavs done xvas to inform Itjj audience that Representativs Theodors R« 
Kupfei'man requested perm3.ssion for Drs, Miltoix Eelpera and Cyril H* ITecht to 
exasrdno the photograriis and X-i'>aySj aisd t!iat the request ^as denied. One can 
better evaluate Captain Hwaos* suthoniiication in the light of the Imowledge that 
two such outstanding forensic pathologists wore bax^x'ed from looking at this 
evidenc;e . 



The Head Shot CBS asaertoc that tha 2aprude'r filn reveals that the fatal 
shot ’'^tpp&xsrs' to' sOVG the President’s head back.” In faotj the filia shiois's that 

great j.’orco by the irqxact of the head bullet. 

CBS said that eaperts disagreed in theiy interpretations of this phenK5®noa, 
wlii! 



the critics regard it as proof iiiat the fatal shot was fired firoa a 



position in front of the car and not J^rom the Book Depository, 

After shovfing an interview by Dasi Eatfesr of Di", Charles hyckoff j Walter 
KronldtO' said timt we had heax’d '’one esj-jlanation as ‘to how a head could movo 



baclcward after being 



struck 



That is a flat lie. Dr, ’vyckoff gav® no such es^laaation# since Inc. Rather 
had completely irasstabed the problcea* llsithor in Mr. Bather’s question aor in 
Dr. Wyckoff ’ s repljr was there ani;- mention whatoxrGr of the baclavard thrust of the 
head upon bullet ixipact, lir. Rather had said tliat ’‘Some critics say that by the 
very fact that you can clearly see the eapioalon of the bullet on the front side 
of the Presidentj that that certainly Indicates the bullet c3is frem the front,’’ 

I know of no critic who has ever said such a thing, nor do I think Mr* Bather 



knows of ona. Both he and 



fCronk'.t® have falsely stated the position of the 



critics and the isport of Dr, vyckoff 's opinion on tM.e decisive question of 
evidence on the direction of the fatal shot. The nd-sropresentation is so 
grave that I cannot iaagine that you xrllX ?d.s!x to pemit it to stgxxd uucorrocted. 



Dr, Cyril Weehi fours! it quite unlikely ssid difficult to accept the baciCiVaid, 
recoil as a response to a bpllet frqa behind the head,- Pliysicist R, A* J, Riddle, 
who was neither consulted aor Sicntloned by GBS^ wrote in the January 196? Baaparts, 

'Tne motion of gennady* s body in fx '-am es 3X3-3 23 is totally 

rki " 



CIB^* 



ivoTiX aEove aiii 



xnconsxs'&ern. va.'Gn xiie xiapac.^o oi' a 

behirnl , Thus ^ ’Xe^iily" r^Sbni5-Xe~”c'oac3^ ' cdnsis'tent 



xsi-tfi the Isavs of Tjhysic 
from a position fdpiara 



on. 



bullet xms fired 
and to IJSTiSTgi^Tof'X xfe" Preside nt , 




u. 



j, , . ;■(. . : ..■ra.i .0 I concGoled iron the /jnerican people the very fact of the 

backv/rad .m'. st of the President's body in reaction to the head bullet, wMch 
no one >vho views the Zapruder film can fail to see. CBS did disclose this 
crucial evidence, perhaps because it could no longer be disregarded as a result 
of the information which critics of the Warren Report have been able to bring 
before the p’iblic. But in discussing and atten5)ting to neutralize the import 
of thio evid-nce, CBS engaged in blatant misrepresentation of an exceedingly 
vgly ;;:ti;"c- Unless there is an early and specific rectification, it vrill 
be i-n;'os£ .bl to avoid the conclusion that CBS has atteinpted to idiiteT/ash the 
frriedv.j cr L. V/.'rren Report and to engage in a massive propaganda effort to 
Corfu;. c or convert public opinion, v^hile pretending to do the honorable work 
of a free press. 

Finally, I refer to the CBS interview of Murray Jackson, Dallas Police 
radio dispatcher, an important v/itness in the Tippit murder who was never 
questioned by the Warren Commission or its investigators. Jackson's statements 
to CBS were false. Central Dale Cliff was not unmanned by police officers 
when Jackson allegedly instinicted K0.78 (Tippit) and No. 87 (Nelson) to proceed 
there. Some police patrols are normally assigned to central Oak Cliff. 
Only two of them had been redeployed to the scene of the assassination. 

The others were present in their assigned districts, including the officer 
responsible for the district in vjhich Tippit vras shot. It was Tippit 's own 
district that was left unpoliced when he departed from his assigned location, 

not b the district in 

which he was murdered. 



Moreover, Jackson claimed that he had reacted to a report of disturbance 
on 10th and Patton by signajLing Tippit because he knew that "J.D. was the only 
one that should have been in Oalc Cliff." Even CBS sho\ild have noticed that 
this explanation collides with the so-called simultaneous instruction issued 
by Jackson at 12;U5 p.m. to Tippit and Nelson. Having dispatched Nelson to 
central Oak Cliff, how could Jackson "know" that Tippit was the only one who 
should have been there? 



During its review of the Tippit case, CBS played selected excerpts from 
the sound record of the police radio — for example, the actual sound of the 
citizen reporting a shooting, which is not in. dispute. I cannot understand 
why the actual sound record of Jackson's instruction to Tippit and Nelson at 
12:h5 p.m. vras not played, since it ^ in dispute, nor why CBS preferred to 
rest on Jackson's unsworn, self-contradictory statements to a CBS interviewer 
after a passage of more than three years. 



Time does not permit me to deal with other inadequacies in the CBS News 
Inquiry, many of which are no less serious than the examples I have discussed. 
No student of the assassination can fail to notice that the defects of the 
CBS Inquiry, like those of the Warren Report, whether errors of commission or 
errors of omission, are characterized by one constant: they invariably work 

to the disadvantage of the accused assassin. The significance of this 
phenomenon is self-evident. I am distributing copies of this letter to the 
press and other ijxberested parties. 




vej 







Ivia Meagi 
"302 yfest 12 "Street 
New York, N.Y. lOOlU 




